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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communication: amendment filed 13 October 2005 with 
recognition of a filing date of 10 October 2001. 

2. Claims 29-3 1 are currently pending in this application. Claim 29 is an independent 
claim. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-32 have been considered but they are not 
found persuasive. 

With respect to applicant's argument beginning on page 2, Applicant's election with 
traverse, Group VII (Claims 29-3 1). The traversal is on the grounds 'that the Office has not 
shown: that the invention must be independent or distinct and a serious burden on the examiner'. 
This is not found persuasive because the burden is caused by the different aspects of providing 
content, In the instant case, invention (I) has separate utility such as a method of managing 
access rights with keys and encryption; invention (II) has separate utility such as content level 
filtering of incoming data; invention (III) has separately utility such as bandwidth allocation with 
specifications on quality of service; invention (IV) has separate utility such as wireless link with 
classification of the type and format of data transferred; (V) has separate utility such as a user 
voting mechanism; (VI) has separate utility such as sequence of transmission ordering in relation 
to user selection; (VII) has separate utility such as wireless distribution with local and global 
service providers. In addition the invention shows this distinction by the independent claims 
themselves which all claim a separate invention. The search required for each group would not 
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be required for the other group. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

In response to applicant's argument beginning on page 3, "Applicants respectfully submit 
that Feinleib fails, for example to disclose, teach or suggest: . . one or more global caster 
modules for receiving content meant for distribution to all location in a network; [and] one or 
more local caster modules for receiving content meant for distribution to only certain locations in 
said network ..." as set forth in the claim (emphasis added)". The Office disagrees with the 
argument and interpretation of Feinleib. Feinleib discloses delivering streaming and enhanced 
content to multiple locations in a network from one provider, see paragraph 0026 "One way is 
for the same provider to deliver both forms of content directly to the clients over the same 
distribution network". In addition Feinleib discloses local caster modules for receiving content 
meant for distribution to only certain locations in paragraph 0028 "Still another way is for 
content provider to deliver its content to an intermediary broadcast center, which broadcasts the 
content to clients. This third approach is represented by either content provider 22(1) or 22(2) 
delivering packets to a broadcast center 30, which converts network data packets to broadcast 
packets and broadcast the packets over a broadcast medium 32 to clients 24(3) and 24(4)". Note 
24(3) and 24(4) would be the "only certain locations"; this is further explained in the reference 
the Client Software Architecture see paragraphs 0068 through 0075 which discusses the various 
filters and correlation that occurs with the data received. 

In response to applicant's argument beginning on page 4, "However, Applicants 
respectfully submit that Feinleib fails, for instance, to disclose, teach, or suggest the "streaming 
content" as being meant for distribution to all locations, and the "enhancing content" as being 
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meant for distribution to only certain locations, and instead discusses the "streaming content" 
and the "enhancing content" as being meant for the same clients". The Office disagrees with 
argument and the limited interpretation of Feinleib. Feinleib discloses sending both streaming 
content and enhancing content to multiple clients. In addition Feinleib discloses providing the 
enhancing content from either the same network provider or another distributor as discussed 
above. Feinleib also provides numerous examples how this enhanced content could be 
distributed, via multicast, through an Intranet, or downloaded in advance by a client. 
Furthermore Feinleib discloses utilizing triggers filters to correlate what enhancements the 
customer would receive. 

In response to applicant's argument beginning on page 5, "Further, Applicants 
respectfully disagree with the Office Action's apparent characterization of the disclosure of the 
present appUcation as indicating the "content meant for distribution to only certain locations in 
said network" as set forth in claim 29 to be equivalent to the "enhancing content" of Feinleib". 
The Office disagrees with argument and the interpretation, the portion of Feinleib that teaches 
"content meant for distribution to only certain locations" is shown in paragraph 0028 noted 
above. This concept is further expanded in paragraphs 0068-0075, which discuss how filters are 
applied to the enhanced content. Specifically paragraph 0071 describes how enhancement 
announcements are passed through one or more filters 76, which examine each announcement 
for a match against a list of programs in which the user is interested, or against other types of 
predefined rules of acceptance". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language 

5. Claims 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Feinleib et al. 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0028195 (hereinafter '195). 

As to independent claim 29, "A system for distribution of content over a wireless 
link, comprising" is taught in '195 page 2, paragraph 0029 

"one or more global caster modules for receiving content meant for distribution to 
all locations in a network" is shown in '195 page 2, paragraphs 0026-0028 and FIG. 1 (The 
global caster modules are interpreted equal to content provider server); 

"one or more local caster modules for receiving content meant for distribution to 
only certain location in said network; and" is disclosed in '195 page 2, paragraph 0023 (Note 
it is interpreted in light of the specification that "the content meant for distribution to only certain 
location in said network" is meant for the user of enhancing content that is sent to a multicast 
address); 

*'one or more transmission devices associated with at least one of the modules" is 

taught in '195 page 1 paragraphs 0012-0013 and page 2, paragraph 0029. 
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As to dependent claim 30, "one or more broker modules, each broker module 
receiving content from at least one local caster module and at least one global caster 
module" is shown in '195 page 2, paragraph 0026. 

As to dependent claim 31, "each of said one or more transmission devices is 
associated with one or more of said broker modules" is disclosed in '195 page 2, paragraph 
0027. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to 
expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened 
statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ellen C Tran whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3842. The examiner can normally be reached from 6:00 am to 2:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfijl, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory A Morse can be reached on (571) 272-3838. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ellen Tran 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2134 
28 December 2005 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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